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- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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2a )□ This action is FINAL. 2b)^ This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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4) ^ Claim(s) 1-24 is/are pending in the application. 
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Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) |EI Claim(s) P24 is/are rejected. 
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8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 
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Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

1 1) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 
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application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1-24 have been examined. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claim 8 recites the limitation "identifying information". There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. Claim 8 is dependent upon claim 8 
which is dependent upon claim 1 . There is no "identifying information" limitation in claim 
6 or 1 . Correction required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

Claims 1-9, 16-24 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. Based on Supreme Court precedent a method 
claim must (1 ) be tied to a particular machine or apparatus (see at least Diamond v. 
Diehr, 450 U.S. 175, 184 (1981); Parker v. Flook, 437 U.S. 584, 588 n.9 (1978); 
Gottschalk v. Benson, 409 U.S. 63, 70 (1972); Cochrane v. Deener, 94 U.S. 780, 787- 
88 (1876)) or (2) transform underlying subject matter (such as an article or materials) to 
a different state or thing (see at least Gottschalk v. Benson, 409 U.S. 63, 71 (1972)). A 
method claim that fails to meet one of the above requirements is not in compliance with 
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the statutory requirements of 35 U.S.C. 101 for patent eligible subject matter. To 
correct this issue, the independent claim could be amended such that at least one 
significant feature (not just data gathering or outputting) of the body of the claims 
actively uses a technological apparatus (computer, server, processor, etc). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 1 22(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1 -24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 02(e) as being anticipated by Agrawal 
(20040098313). 

Claims 16, 1, 10: Agrawal discloses a method of conducting commerce via an electronic 
communications network in which a second website advertises via a first website, the method 
comprising: 

requesting access to a second website from a first website; 

requiring receipt by the second website of an access operation input; and 

providing a destination page from the second website after receipt of the access operation 

input, the destination page providing data pertaining to a product or service for sale via the 

second website (Figure 22). 
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Also, notice in Agrawal that the system can proceed to the merchant website or back to 
the associate website (Figure 22; [103], notice the incorporation by reference to 6,029,141) 

Examiner notes that Applicant's Specification states that the code can be entered by the 
user or computer ([15]). 

Claims 2, 1 1, 17: Agrawal discloses the method as recited in claim 1 further comprising: 
counting the number of times correct access operation inputs are received by the second 
website; and generating a click count corresponding to the number of correct access 
operations ([103]). 

Claims 3, 12, 18: Agrawal discloses the method as recited in claim 2 further comprising: 
using the click count corresponding to the number of correct access operations as the basis for 
determining a fee owned on a pay-by-click basis by the second website to the 
first website ([103]). 

Claims 4, 13, 19: Agrawal discloses the method as recited in claim 2 further comprising: 
reporting the click count to the first website ([103]). 

Claims 5, 20: Agrawal discloses the method as recited in claim 1 further comprising: 
entering into a pay-by-click advertising agreement between the first website and the second 
website ([103]). 

Claims 6, 14, 21 : Agrawal discloses the method as recited in claim 1 further comprising: 
providing an interim landing page (Figure 22; [191, 197]). Notice that the confirmation page 
acts as an interim page. 



Application/Control Number: 10/752,383 Page 5 

Art Unit: 3622 

Claims 7, 22: Agrawal discloses the method as recited in claim 6 further comprising: 
supplying Internet address identifying information from the second website corresponding to 
the interim landing page (Figure 22; [191, 197]). 

Claims 8, 23: Agrawal discloses the method as recited in claim 6 further comprising: 
user selection of the identifying information to signal the second website to provide the interim 
landing page data to the user making the selection (Figure 22; [ 1 9 1 , 197]). Notice that the user 
selects or interacts with the interim/confirmation page. 

Claims 9, 24, 15: Agrawal discloses the method as recited in claim 1 wherein the first 
website comprises an advertising provider website and the second website comprises an Internet 
commerce website (Figure 22; associate and merchant). 

Conclusion 

The following prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent 
to applicant's disclosure: 

a) Keller (5821933; Figures 3, 5, 6, 9) and Jalili (6209104; Figures 5, 8, 9) disclose the user 
entering a graphical challenge password in order to proceed; 

b) Isikawa, Granik, Zuili disclose click fraud and preventing click fraud by confirmation codes 
and pages; 

c) Kontogouris and Hamzy and Auxier disclose the user entering an answer before being 
allowed to proceed towards a desired page. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Arthur Duran whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
6718. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon- Fri, 8:00-4:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Eric Stamber can be reached on (571) 272-6724. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Arthur Duran 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 3622 

/Arthur Duran/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3622 
6/15/09 



